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MINUTES OF THE CITY OF WEST JORDAN

CITY COUNCIL MEETING

Wednesday, May 14, 2014
6: 00 p.m.

Council Chambers

8000 South Redwood Road

West Jordan, Utah 84088

COUNCIL:    Mayor Kim V. Rolfe and Council Members Jeff Haag""  Judy Hansen,
Chris M.  McConnehey,  Chad Nichols,  Ben So worth,  anti, Justin D.
Stoker arrived at 5: 05 p.m.     w;

f

STAFF. Richard L. Davis, City Manager, J frey Robinson, City Attorneys Bryce
Haderlie, Deputy City Manager-     Briggs, City Clerk; Torn°Burdett,
Development Director; Ryan Bradshaw, Finance Manager/Controller; Reed

Scharman, Deputy Fire Chief, Wendellgb Public Works Director,

Doug Diamond,  Police Chief;  Julie Bxown,    Event Coordinator;  Chuck
Tarver, Grant Coordinator; Greg Mikolash, Cxty Planner; Ray McCandless,
Senior Planner,  Larry Gardner,  Senior Planner Dave Murphy,  Capital
Facility Manager, raig sbee, Utilities Man ter; Eric Okerlund, Budget

Officer, and Sieve G1-ain, Assistto the CityVIanager.

L CALL TO ORDER

Mayor Rolfe callet ` rneeting to orderat 5: 00 p.m.
A

6

IL C&       SESSI0IY z

DISCUSS,  PERSONNEL TSSUE,   AND PENDING OR IMMINENT

LITIGATI"O
MR w

UNCIL    : Mayor Kirn, V. Rolfe and Council Members Jeff Haaga, Judy Hansen,
Cbris M lUlcConnehey,  Chad Nichols,  and Ben Southworth.   Council

Member Justin D. Stoker arrived at 5: 05 p.m.

STAFF. Richard L. Davis, City Manager, Jeffrey Robinson, City Attorney; Stuart
Jilliams, Deputy City Attorney; Robert Thorup, Deputy City Attorney;

Tom Burdett, Development Director, and Greg Mikolash, City Planner

MOTION:     Councilmember Nichols moved to go into a Closed Session to discuss

the personnel issues, and pending or imminent litigation.  The motion

was seconded by Councilmember McConnehey.

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga Yes
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Councilmember Hansen Yes

Councilmember McConnehey Yes

Councilmember Nichols Yes

Councilmember Southworth Yes r

Councilmember Stoker Absent

Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 6- 0.

The Council convened into a Closed Session to discuss th Terson el issues, acid ending
or imminent litigation at 5: 01 p.m.

4-
F

d"

Councilmember Stoker arrived at 5: 05 p.m.

The Council recessed the Closed Session at 6. 110 p m,

The meeting reconvened at 6: 18 p.m.       d

III.     PLEDGE OFALLEOTAI
The Pledge of Allegiance was led bXhuck Ta ver

IV.      PRESEN 1filO Y
PRESENTATION,,,   Y ACE DLSP AL TO THE CITY OF $ 12, 000 FOR

RECYCLING EDUCATIONA1vD ADDITIONAL FUNDS AS A

REC CLING RURA-TYE PARTMENT BADGE PINNING

Wendell Rigby6datedifie Council regarding the Solid Waste Contact.
Ace Servicerovider since 1986

M • "`     sk Jordan sa pioneer regarding solid waste, curbside recycling, and green
waste

New proposal for: Ace Disposal was to utilize compressed natural gas-powered

trucks, which reduced emissions within the City, and limited the fuel surcharges.
Goal was" to increase the amount of recyclables

ACE Disposal would be presenting a check for $12, 000 on an annual basis to help
Z.facilitaeion recycling, education, and coordination of the efforts

AGIw'Disposal would be presenting a check for $57,476 as a recycling rebate

Dawn Beagley, ACE Disposal representative, felt there needed to be more recycling
education.   She presented the Council with the two checks: First Check - $ 12, 000, and

Second Check- $ 57,476
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RECOGNITION OF DEDICATED VOLUNTEERS PARTICIPATING

DURING THE COMCAST CARES DAY HELD, SATURDAY APRIL 26,
2014

Julie Brown announced that volunteers from Comcast Cares Day were, i,  attendance so
they could be recognized by the City Council for their participation m;the  `T Love West
Jordan Days"  and  " Comcast Cares Day."    She reported that approximately 3, 000
volunteers participated.  She reviewed all of the projects preformed.dung this time.

Julie Brown introduced the following Comcast Team Members
r

Taylor Jensen

Jeff Cortes

Ryan Jensen

Andy Van Den Akker
Chancy Richards
Larry Cowlishaw
Marcus Buie

Ray Child aq

N
Mayor Rolfe expressed his appA," i onf U1 ncast and all of e volunteers for their help.

f v

RECOGNITION OF POLICE OFCERS  ,       RECEIVED THE PURPLE

HEART COMMENDATIONS

Chief Doug Diamond Nsaid two Purply Heart Commendations were given to Police
Officers Gus Andreen anAavid Horowitz     $;

He reporter fat on Apr;al,, 201 Andreen and David Horowitz responded

to the report ofd domesft violence complaint.  In this case the suspect was in violation of
his protective or 6-       emg at the home, and was yelling at the victims when the call to
9.11 made.  The officers arrived at the home and quickly determined that an arrest

ceded to bennade.

When the officer*„made c' ntact with the suspect he quickly walked outside the home and
attempted to leave: Officer Horowitz challenged him verbally and advised him he was not

s;

free to leave, at which time the suspect made it clear that he was going to leave anyway.
When, the officers took steps to prevent his leaving the suspect became increasingly
agitated',,and then physically violent toward the officers.   The suspect came at Officer

Andreen I'd a closed fist in such a threatening manner that Andreen opted to use his
Taser.  when the Taser was presented the suspect openly challenged Officer Andreen to

Tase” him, which ultimately occurred.   Unfortunately, the Taser deployment did not
work as intended and the suspect became actively violent with the officers.   While

attempting to take him into custody, the suspect began to throw punches and attempted to
put Officer Andreen into a headlock.   The officers struggled to take the suspect into

custody as the violence of the resistance continued to increase.  At one point the suspect

bit Officer Andreen on the inner thigh to the extent that Andreen thought the suspect was
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literally tearing his flesh.  While this was occurring, Officer Horowitz was delivering knee
strikes which eventually compelled the suspect to release his bite.  But the suspect then

turned his aggression toward Horowitz.  The suspect ended up on top of Horowitz while
he was face down on the ground.  He had Horowitz in somewhat of a, chokehold while

Andreen was attempting to get the suspect off of him.  Andreen deployed pepper spray,
which did not immediately work.  He then found his Taser on the e>aund and"=used it to
drive- stun the suspect, which finally subdued him.  At this point Otlier officers arrived and
the suspect was taken into custody.

Officer Gus Andreen sustained a serious bite to the inner t gh ar6ibof his Be

bite was severe and had broken the skin.  Officer Andf n aso sustained several scopes

and contusions on his body. d

Officer David Horowitz sustained a broken ose, and a severe laceration to the lower

bridge area of his nose.  He also sustained a bite to she top ofM§ head, as well as multiple
scrapes and bruises to his body.

i f

For receiving serious wounds while bravely performing and protecting thisf,

community, Officers Gus Andr n and<David Horowitz weze each awarded the Purple

Heart Medal.       6

The Council and those in attendanlWe impressed their appreciation for the Officers
dedication.

fir

US

V.       COMMUNICATIONS

CITY LYIANAGER GOMMENTS/REPORTS

Richard L Davis w4

Addressed thestatus of the Fire Station 454 reconstruction, and that the costs were
w

st111 approxim'atel   $ 165, 000.00 over the originally approved amount.   Staff had

reduced the cost significantly; however, they desired to have the additional funding
approved in order fi keep the tower in the construction.   He said this building
would b&-,used not only as a Fire Station, but a community meeting space, police
substation,`and training facility.

F4

STAFF`COMMENTS/REPORTS
Bryce Hderlie-

Updated the Council on the upcoming events during the next few weeks.

Jeff Robinson

Updated the Council on the recent training the City Attorney and all Deputy
Attorney' s attending during last week.

Tom Burdett-

Updated the Council on the status of the City Center project
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Stated the proposed CDA for the Gardner Village area was on hold due to the

property owner request.

Updated the Council on the Jordan Valley (Bangerter Station) TOD

G3 tea"

Reed Scharman -       

Reported to the Council that three new Fire Fighters would bestarting on' May 27,
2014

A check was received from Liberty Mutual for $ 1, 506"Tor the Fire Mark Award
which was presented to Jared Montgomery and Chris Trevino F

Wendell Rigby -
Updated the Council on the construction statusof the Ron Wood Phase II project

Updated the Council on the 9000 South "," Tunnel

Doug Diamond -
Reminded the Council of the Law Enforcement special Olympics Torch Run on

Tuesday, May 20
Announced a Police Offic& rat ement of Tim Magnusan
Two resignations frorl  tp ort sfff    ;
Police testing was sA9d' uled 6or June 2$   `

v

CITY COUNCIL COMMENTSPORTE

Councilmember Stpkr

Addressed` the ribbon cutting scheduled for Friday afternoon,  May 30.    He

trequegted to reschedule the event tourday.
Am,"

a 00

The Council aridtaff d sciissed at length the options or possibilities of moving the Ribbon
X-AO,

Cutting from Friday to Saturday.  The majority of the Council was in favor of keeping the
currentgs'chedule.

r

f'  Councilmember Nicholsk
u

Updated the Council on the meeting that was held earlier in the day at Brigham
City regar ng their airport and possibilities for the South Valley Regional Airport.

Councilmember Haaga-
Agreed'ẁith Councilmember Nichols regarding the airport and the visit at Brigham
CL?ly

VI.      CITIZEN COMMENTS

Alexandra Eframo, West Jordan resident, spoke on behalf of Seleny Crosby who was
struck by a Jordan School District school bus in South Jordan.

She suggested that the City Council consider having prayer before City Council meetings.
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Letizia Wetzel, West Jordan resident, addressed the reconsideration of The Station at
Gardner Mill.  She supported the earlier decision made by the City Council to deny the
currently proposed plan.

Aleen Smith, West Jordan resident, commented on the proposed rezone for t property

located at approximately 7292 South Redwood Road, Amara C.burt Townhomes.   She

spoke in favor of the rezone and asked the Council to approve the`project:

Daniel Griffee, West Jordan resident, felt that the Amara Court T6wnhomes would be a
good infill project.

Lucinda Webb, West Jordan resident, said West Jordan had,enough multi- family pits and
was in favor of a moratorium on multi-family usrng.    

f

She said regarding the Station at Gardner Mill, she believed that this project did not meet
the areas of the Planned Community criteria.  She stated flaat this would not be a benefit to
the surrounding community.   

Ronald Parsons, West Jordan re§j nt,

V

urged the Council,to stick with their previous

decision regarding The Station at Gardner Mill.11'

Lesa Bridge, representing Smith' s FoQd`'and Drug;",and also a Planning Commission
member, addresse'jd ì temporary closure of 7800 South.   She felt the Smith' s Grand

Opening would>J e affected if the road was. std;17under construction.
APIII

There washd pe else w to wished to speak.

M:   CONSENT ITEMSI

7.a Approve the minutes of April 23, 2014, and April 30, 2014 as presented

7.b Approve Resolution 14- 82, confirming the City Council appointment of
members to serve on the various Committees

7 c Approve service in lieu of fees for Ute Football,  fall season in

Constitution Park

7.d Approve Resolution 14- 83, regarding a request from the American
Cancer Society Relay for Life for use of the Veteran' s Memorial Park
July 4, 2014, for their `Relay for Life' race event

7.e Approve funding from the Council Contingency for the 2014 West
Jordan City Parade Float, in an amount not to exceed $ 17, 000.00
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7. f Approve Resolution 14- 84,  authorizing staff to proceed with a
Purchase Order with Asphalt Materials, Inc., for asphalt for Public

Works in-house overlay project,  in an amount not to exceed

714,000.00f

7. g Approve Ordinance 14- 16, amending the 2009 Wes" Gordan 51Vlunicipal
Code Title 9, Chapter 5, " Culinary Water," amending backflow and
cross- connection control provisions and other.',,.,minor re`;tsfions

7. h Approve Resolution 14- 85, authorizing the Mayor to execute the Local
Government Contract Modification tox`increase funding by $ 24019 : 04
for Construction Engineering Management for the 7800 Soofh &

Airport Road Intersection Pr.0jJ
ct,  for,;,an amount not to exceed

148, 181. 67

y z

7. i Approve Resolution 14- 86, authorizing the Mayor to make a formal
request to Salt Lake County for the naming of a,:road in Ron Wood
Park

7.j Approve Re utton 14 8?,, thorizing the Mayor to execute a
landscape maintenance contract wig Hallmark Landscaping LLC for
maintenance of city water.facility sites;

F

water reservoirs, pump station
and well sites, in an am junt not to exceed $22,900.00

M

rove Resolution 14- 88 withorizin the Mayor to execute a contract7. k Pp AL g Y

with Rob Jolley for lobbgist services in an amount not to exceed
X50,000 00

F
5? 3"

The Council pulledl nsent Items 7.c, d, & e for further discussion.

MOTION:     Councilmember Nichols moved to approve Consent Items 7a and b,

and f through k. The motion was seconded by Councilmember Haaga.

A.w,roll call vote was taken

Councilmemberr Haaga Yes

Councilmember Hansen Yes

Councilmember McConnehey Yes

Councilmember Nichols Yes

Councilmember Southworth Yes

Councilmember Stoker Yes

Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 7- 0.
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VIII.   PUBLIC HEARING

RECEIVE PUBLIC INPUT AND CONSIDER FOR APPROVAL THE FY

2014-2015 ( 40TH YEAR) COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT,

HOME AND PROGRAMS INCOME FUNDS r="r

Chuck Tarver said the City of West Jordan received an annual allocair of funds from the

Department of Housing & Urban Development under the Community Development Block
h"y

Grant Program.  These funds were allocated annually to provide Pervices to the low and
moderate- income residents of West Jordan.  Under this progra 15% ($$©,   3) can be

allocated to public service agencies, 20% ($ 106, 832) for prpgram administration and the

remaining 65% ($ 347,204) toward housing, public fk&ilitie*e nd payment of th660fi.'ty' s
Section 108 loan.

Proposals for providing these programs and se  ., ces undr the CDBG program were

submitted to the City during December 2013.  O gthe quests had been reviewed by
staff, then the CDBG/HOME Committee met to hear presentations by the agencies and
make funding recommendations to the City Council."  5A list of these requests and

recommendations were shown in the following table:

Ft!01 1.2015 D    : REQUEST

Agency Prograrp 0'4 2015 Recommended

Fun rng Request FY.2014 2015
Tundin

South Valley Bilingual, Case Manager'At 15,000 15, 000

Sanctuary SmelterWJ Resource<C:enter
Legal Aid Societ Legal Assistance Program     °    $ 12,000 12, 000

of Salt Lake

Family Support Crisis Nurser P,rogram °`' 7, 000 6,500

Center

The Road Home   `"N'    eless Shelter Operations      $ 15,000 12, 000

001' blmmun SoutKNalley Emergency Food     $ 6, 000 6, 000

Action Program _   Pantr     :;

Community Dental Services 5, 000 5,000

Health Centers

f

f:-Boys & Girls Club   ` Heartland Elementary After- 10, 500 10, 500

of;South Valley 4,,School Program

YWCA Crisis Shelter Housing &    6, 000 6,000
x

Counseling
Big Broth6rs"B+g AT-RISK Youth Mentoring 10, 000 7, 122

Sisters Program

Wasatch Front Planning & Coordination 2, 376 2, 376

Regional Council

City of West CDBG Program Administration     $ 104,453 104,453

Jordan

ASSIST Emergency Home Repair 80,000 80, 000

South Valley Shelter Hot Water Lines and 8, 500 8, 500

Sanctuary Heater Replacement

City of West Section" 108" Loan Payment       $ 151, 879 151, 879
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Jordan

City of West Housing Rehabilitation Loan 50,000 1, 829

Jordan 40, 000- RL

City of West Homebuyer Assistance 100, 000 100000

Jordan

City of West ADA Ramps 113,436 1,13,436
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Jessica Burnham, Road Home

Britta Berkey, Big Brothers Big Sisters of Utah
Sal Jamison, Salt Lake Community Action Program, Food Pantry
Roger Borgenicht, Director of Assist

Emergency home repair program ( low income)
Accessibility assessment and design
Aging in place ( railings, grab bars, etc.)

Laura Watts, Family Support Center x

o New crisis nursery

The Council and staff discussed clarifying questions

Mayor Rolfe asked the amount of buy- in on the Economic Development revolving loan at
the County level.

Ck

Chuck Tarver reviewed the different dollars amounts on the City-side.   He said funds

would be matched by American Express.  But, an effort qby the 01ty would need to be
made.   

Mayor Rolfe opened the public he4pg.   
4s

Alexandra Eframo, West Jordan resi en commentI on her confusion regarding the
decrease in some of the grant funds. z.

m

Chuck Tarver4rovided an`explanation regarding the process guidelines for allocation of
funding. S

401-1

There was no one esdAVhl o desired to speak.  Mayor Rolfe closed the public hearing.

POTION Councilmember Haaga moved to approve the proposed funding
k recommendations of the West Jordan CDBG/HOME Committee for

t, fF

FY 2014 2015. The motion was seconded by Councilmember Hansen.
e 

A,roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga Yes

Councilmember Hansen Yes

Councilmember McConnehey Yes

Councilmember Nichols Yes

Councilmember Southworth Yes

Councilmember Stoker Yes

Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 7- 0
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RECEIVE PUBLIC INPUT AND CONSIDER FOR APPROVAL

ORDINANCE 14- 17,   REGARDING THE   ` DECLARATION OF A

DEVELOPMENT MORATORIUM ON MULTI-FAMILY HOUSING

PROJECTS' FOR A TEMPORARY PERIOD, AS ALLOWED, BY UTAH

STATE CODE 10- 9A-504

Jeff Robinson said that following a discussion among the City Coundii and the`'P̀lanning
Commission at a joint meeting of April 30, 2014, the staff wa>°directed to notice and
submit a proposal for a moratorium on multi-family development in City pending

bfurther study of (a) ways to control the type of development andO wa, ys to ancentivize
high quality single-family residential development.  All

r

A list of projects which were vested had been prAvided to the Council previously and
would not be subject to the moratorium.

Mayor Rolfe opened the public hearing.

Greg Simonsen, West Jordan resident, supported the moraloarium.  Hovasked the Council to
look at bonus density provisions apd ossibly simplifying tilalc" ons.

Alexandra Eframo, West Jord an sident, I am, a little bit confused!   She asked if the

possible ratification of Colosmimo Biothers Pxhrriiary Development Plan request would
be affected by this proposed change.

f

There was no one4els1e " b"desired to speak Mayor Rolfe closed the public hearing.
In 4

MOTION Councilmember Stoker moved to approve Ordinance 14- 17,

tablish>Gng tem z      " moratorium on acceptance and processing of

111
murlh-family housing`'3evelopment applications, with the exception of
those applications that have pending rights with the City.  The motion

seconded by Councilmember McConnehey.

n

A roll call vote was taken   ``

CouncilmemberrHaaga Yes

66ncilmember b̀11ansen Yes

Coun+cilmember McConnehey Yes

Council"' er Nichols Yes

Councilember Southworth Yes

Councilmember Stoker Yes

Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 7- 0.

RECEIVE PUBLIC INPUT AND CONSIDER ORDINANCE 14- 18,

REGARDING A FUTURE LAND USE MAP AMENDMENT FOR
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APPROXIMATELY 2. 41 ACRES FROM MEDIUM DENSITY

RESIDENTIAL TO NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL AND REZONE

FROM R- 1- 81) ( SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL 8, 000 SQUARE FOOT

LOTS) ZONE TO SC- 1 ( NEIGHBORHOOD SHOPPING CEN R) ZONE,

FOR PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE NORTHWEST CORNER' OF 8600

SOUTH 5600 WEST, COPPER VALLEY COMMERCIALS PERRY"HOMES
UTAH, INC./JEFFERY TAYLOR, APPLICANT

Larry Gardner said the as part of the improvements associated,       the 'T" ' ountain View

Corridor, New Bingham Highway was abandoned from 5600 West to 9000 South.  This
Gay.      

abandonment facilitated the realignment of the New ingha441ighwayT00 West

intersection; moving the intersection from approximately 870  ,South to 8600 South his

realignmentrealignment helped the future road network for this section of the city by creating$a more
typical east-west/north- south grid.

The road realignment in this area places the subjec per on the northwest corner of an
Arterial Road ( 5600 West) and a future Collector Roae1 ( 8600 South), this making the
location less attractive for homes and more attractive fo>`  ommercj#1 development.  The

applicant was proposing a land use map and zoning map "anlendxnents that would align
with the most desirable future larld use o this corner.

On April 15, 2014, the Planning Corhmissionfevie* ed this request and unanimously ( 7- 0
vote) recommended that the Future land Use Map amendment and rezoning request be
approved by the City Council.

GENERAL INj6RMATION & ANA»iYSI

The subjegT,  6perty s surrounding zoning and land uses were as follows:

Future) .and1,     Zoning Existing Land Use
North Medium De4ty Residential R- 1- 8D Vacant

South IIrgh Density Residential ( across 8600 South)     HFR Vacant
4

East Low Density Residential (across 5600 West)      R- 1- 12E Single-family Residential
Medium Density Residential( across Mountain LSFR Vacant

West View corridor)

The applicant was requesting two map amendments.  The first was an amendment to the

Future and Use Map from Medium Density Residential to Neighborhood Commercial;
the second n""   ge was an amendment to the Zoning Map from R- 1- 813 to SC- 1.  Both

amendments occupy the same 2.41- acre piece of property, on the northwest corner of 5600
West 8600 South.

The applicant had submitted a concept subdivision plan that showed how the 2.41- acre

piece of property could possibly be used as a site for a convenience store and gas station.
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If the City Council approved the rezone, the applicant must also receive subdivision and
site plan approval from the Planning Commission prior to the construction of any
development.   Those reviews would give the Commission the opportunity to review a
more detailed plan of the commercial design.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Section 13- 7C- 6: Amendments to the Land Use Map
According to City Code, Section 13- 7C- 6), any amendments to th general plan, including
maps, shall be approved only if the following are met.

x

Finding A:     The proposed amendment conforms to and is ponsistent with the adapted

goals, objectives, andpolicies setfort din the City General Plan.

Discussion:  The applicant was"proposing a amend the Future Land Use

Map from Medium Density ResidenW to,,  e g orhood Commercial. The

General Plan stated:

The Neaghr hood Commercial designation is applied to areas in
which tllA primar use of the land is for` commercial and service
functions" that;serve tV ' ally convenience needs of a surrounding
residential nAghbo7 hood The:

G.sem.'ces provided in these districts
will normally set°ve      ° ade ar population up to 10,000 people.
This type of comm cial use is 11 ded to be located near or within

neighborhoods and to be integrated into the residential structure of
a neighborhood in`sctynnner that will create a minimum impact on

sur dent,   development. Each neighborhood shoppinggresi

V

node shall tae relatvely small in size and may include such uses as
AAall convenience grocery stores,   variety stores,   bakeries,

professional service shops, restaurants, self-service laundries, and
a: ber or beauty shops. "

bmmerciallaboal. 2, Policy 1 stated, " Continue to implement the policy of

lamting commercial center°s to  " nodes" located at the intersections of
major arterial streets or, in the case of neighborhood commercial centers,
at designated locations within large planned residential communities. "

Due to the relocation of the intersection of 5600 West 8600 South, the

property was now located at an intersection of a planned arterial and
collector road.  The size of the property ( 2.41 acres) was large enough to
support small service- oriented, commercial businesses, without being too
large to attract larger commercial businesses that could negatively impact
adjacent residential uses.  The uses that would be allowed at this location

include general retail stores e. g., apparel stores, antique shops, art and

hobby supply stores,  bicycle shops,  bookstores,  clothing rental stores,
department stores, discount stores, drugstores, electronic appliance stores,
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florists, food stores, furniture and appliance stores, gift and novelty shops,
glass and mirror shops, hardware stores, jewelry stores, medical supply
stores,  music stores,   optical retail sales,  paint stores,  pet stores,

photocopying and blueprinting shops, photography supply stores, record,
tape and video stores, sporting goods stores, toy stores, and variety stores,
Gasoline service stations were allowed in the SC- 1 $ zone, but scar washes

were not allowed.  The commercial uses would als',",   ered as require

by City code to lessen the impacts between in,c6mpatibl&Aises when the
commercial site is developed.   The buffering a eluded a minimum of
twenty feet of landscaping, with the incision of"?"' sufficient qrnber

trees to block both visual and auditory impacts , A solid wall wouldialsa be
installed between the residential zoneand the commercial zone as part of
the subdivision process.

The General Plan Goal 1 Policy 2 Lxnpdn"entation measure ( 3) stated:

Maintain established minimum distahb from intersections for driveway
locations on all city streets.       M N.

0.  

NW

The intersectionsitto one; commercial property,',',,,do not meet the minimum
ridistance requgOmets of Cit" "SWdards.  Each intersection was short 100

feet from the proposed interseeti6fi 5600 West and the proposed 8600

South collector street Howe er, the .r uced distance could be mitigated

by measures such as, rlghtiǹ/ right out only access to the property and by
thetf on of curb isfands in 5600 West and 8600 South as the property

ZW,

was developed.  These measured would insure the safety of both 5600 West
AN and the proposed 8600 SAN;streets.

Yom       „
The;.General Plan Policy 3 stated: " Maintain a minimum level of
ser vice. "C" on collector streets and a level of service  " D" on arterial

streets."

traffic impact study submitted by the applicant determined that both the
future residential development and commercial development of 2.41 acres

would not impact the roads in a way that would require traffic mitigations.
Tiy study determined that both streets would maintain a level of service
A"  after the development was constructed.  Included in the Council' s

r
y agenda packet were both the executive summary of the traffic impact study

and a memo from the City' s Traffic Engineer.

Finding: The proposed amendment conformed to and was consistent with
the adopted goals, objectives, and policies set forth in the City General
Plan.

Finding B:     The development pattern contained on the land use plan inadequately
provides the appropriate optional sites for the use and/or change
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proposed in the amendment.

Discussion: The Neighborhood Commercial designation was commonly
found at the intersections of Arterial and collector roads.  A commercial

use is a higher and better use on a busy corner than restdenttalguse would
be. Neighborhood Commercial was not currently foa14 at this intersection
because the road realignment took place approximYely year and a half

ago. Amending the Future Land Use Map to reflect the changes to the road
network appeared to be in alignment with the ,established46̀"evelopment

pattern of the City. R,
F

0,.

Finding:  The development pattern contained on the land use- plan

inadequately provided the appropriate optional sites for the use and/ or
change proposed in the amendment

SAA

Finding C.     The proposed amendment would be`'compatible with other land uses,

existing or planned, in the vicinity. A

Discussion:  The. tghbprhood Commercial and use was designed to

provide unobtim' v6,Commerct l,services to adjacent and nearby residential
land uses.  Placing twb-acres &` N g.'#borhood Commercial on the corner

1.

of two higher capacat rc oas would "provide convenient commercial
services to existing an, e residential developments planned for the

aeea Thf gh various types of installations and treatments as described in

nding A, ,  e commercia use ' can be sufficiently mitigated to lessen the
impacts to residential uses W',-ie area.

Finding The proposed' amendment would be compatible with other land
uses, existing or planned, in the vicinity.

Finding D: I'jhe proposed, àmendment constitutes an overall improvement to the

adopted general land use map and is not solely for the good or benefit of
a particular person or entity.

Discussion:  The applicant would directly benefit from approval of the
proposed amendment; however, the amendment allowed for a better use of

property that would be located at the intersection of two high volume roads,
because of the road realignment.    The strategic placement of needed

commercial uses close to residents would cut down on unnecessary travel
trips cutting down on fuel waste and air pollution.

Finding: The proposed amendment constitutes an overall improvement to
the adopted general land use map and was not solely for the good or benefit
of a particular person or entity.
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Finding E.     The proposed amendment will not adversely impact the neighborhood
and community as a whole by significantly altering acceptable land use
patterns and requiring larger and more expensive public infrastructure
improvements, including, but not limited to, roads, water, Wastewater and
public safety facilities,  than would otherwise be needed out the

proposed change.    
r .

Discussion: Most of the time a change in land uses required alterations to
public infrastructure. The opposite was true to this case as fhe proposed
amendment to the land use is a reaction tb tk e charipes alread'    de, and
that were proposed, to the public infrastrUture ;       n

The General Plan Goal 1 Policy 2 Implementation measure ( 3) stated:

Maintain established minimum`distances fray intersections for driveway
locations on all city streets. "

The General Plan Goal 1 Policy 3 stated  " Maintaana minimum level of
service  " C on cctor streets and a level Hof service  " D" on arterial

Ab

streets. Y

2+

Finding A" addressedboth issues

It was determined at the; pre- application meeting that the existing public
safdỳ sewer, water andstorm water facilities were adequate to handle the

ristallation  # 2.41 acres o coi iirnercial development without requiring the
Wr

addition of expensive imprements.
0

Fiudmg.  The proposed amendment would not adversely impact the
neii orhood and community as a whole by significantly altering
acceptable land.; use patterns and requiring larger and more expensive
public infra tructure improvements, including, but not limited to, roads,
Water, wastewater and public safety facilities, than would otherwise be
needed without the proposed change.

Finding F.     Tie proposed amendment was consistent with other adopted plans, codes

sand ordinances.

Discussion:  The amendment was reviewed for consistency against the
City' s General Plan,  the zoning ordinance and adopted street design
standards.

Finding: The Land Use Map amendment was consistent with the plans,
ordinances and standards if the use was mitigated as outlined in Findings

A, C, and E of this report.
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Section 13- 7D- 7(A): Amendments to the Zoning Map
According to City Code, Section 13- 7D- 7( A), the following shall be met in approving any
amendments to the Zoning Map.

Criteria 1:     The proposed amendment is consistent with the purposes,  goals,

objectives, andpolicies of the City' s GeneralPlana

Discussion: See the Future Land Use Map amendment, Finding A, and
Finding E.

s  ,

n

Finding:  The proposed rezone wasp consistent with the purposes, goals,
objectives and policies of the CityF s General Plan.

Criteria 2:     The proposed amendment ` wound :>result in compatible land use

relationships and does not adversely affe adjacentproperties.

Discussion: The SC 1 zone was intended to ano de commercial uses in

close proximity o anc1iaxe compatible with esrdential uses.

SC- 1 Zone: The nerN borhood shoppin t nter (SC-1) zone is established

to provide an area in hichwhe prima   -use of the land is for commercial
F

and service uses to se x die daily venience needs of the surrounding
r%sidenfaaltneighborhood.&The SC- 1 zone is intended to be located within

xeighbor hold areas and to be 4htegrated into the residential structure ofa
neighborho& in a manner lhz t will create a minimum ofdetriment, hazard
r inconvenience to surrounding residential development.    Each

neighborhood shoppang`center

F.

zone will be small. It is intended that the

SC Tgone shall be characterized by a harmonious grouping ofcommercial
stores tend shops that will be architecturally designed, and will function, as
an Integra xthit. The architectural design and character should also be

eompatrblee With that of the surrounding residential environment.  Clean,
well-lighted parking lots and attractive well-maintained shops with
appropriate landscaping will also be characteristic of this zone. Lighting
will be ofa relatively low intensity and low profile with adequate shielding
to protect surrounding residential areas.  Uses permitted within the SC-I

O zone will be those which will create no detriment to the surrounding
residential areas, and will generally serve only the daily convenience needs
of the residential neighborhood. Dwellings,  industries, recreational uses,
or other heavy commercial uses that tend to thwart and discourage the use
of the land within this zone for its primacy purpose have been excluded.
Typical uses allowed in this zone are small convenience grocery stores,

variety stores,  shoe shops,  dry cleaning pick up stations,  self-service

laundries, and barber or beauty shops. "
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Placing two-acres of Neighborhood Commercial on the corner of two
higher capacity roads would provide convenient commercial services to
existing and future residential developments planned for the area.  Through
various types of installations and treatments the commercial uses can be

sufficiently mitigated to lessen the impacts to residential usesixi the area.
The buffering included a minimum of twenty- feetg p, landscaping, the
inclusion of a sufficient number of trees to block,bblh,Visual and auditory
impacts.  A solid wall would also be installed between theresidential zone
and the commercial zone as part of the subdivision process Commercial

uses allowed in the SC- 1 zone tend to be`   all, less obtrusive"  ses.  The

uses that would be allowed at this locat 6n in de general retail stores`' Yg.,
apparel stores, antique shops, art and Bobby supply stores, bicycle shops,
bookstores,  clothing rental storeT_ department stores,  discount` stores,

drugstores, electronic appliances̀tores, florins,  food stores, furniture and
appliance stores, gift and novelty shops, glass sand mirror shops, hardware
stores, jewelry stores, medical supply', gores, music stores, optical retail
sales,  paint stores,  pet stores,  photocopying and. blueprinting shops,
photography supply stores, record, tape and ade stores, sporting goods

stores, toy stores; Viand ariety stores.    Gas—We service stations were

allowed in th C- 1 zone butte washes are riot allowed showing that the
more impactful uses to residents e"    of allowed.

Val

Finding:  The proposed rezone would result in compatible land use

relah̀onsliips and does noldversely affect adjacent properties.

Criteria 3 The proposed amendmentfurthered the public health, safety and general
welfare qfjlig ztazens oft/ie City.

r

Discussion:   The proposed SC- 1 zone would facilitate small- scale

3 CO ial services that will serve the existing and future residential
developmetit; n the area.   Small nodes of commercial areas strategically

placed throughout the City assist to increase the general welfare of the City,
cularly the neighborhood it serves.  Well-placed commercial can also

het preserve fuel and reduce air pollution.  When the commercial project

was developed access to the property from 5600 West or 8600 South Street
will be limited to an alternative type access, such as right in, right-out and

the installation of street islands, to maintain safety along the arterial and
collector streets.

Finding:  The proposed rezone furthered the public health,  safety and

general welfare of the citizens of the City.

Criteria 4:     The proposed amendment will not unduly impact the adequacy ofpublic
services and facilities intended to serve the subject zoning area and

property than would otherwise be needed without the proposed change,
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such as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water, sewer and

roadways.

Discussion: See Future Land Use Map amendment Criterian:E.

Finding: The proposed amendment will not unduly impact the adequacy of
public services and facilities intended to serve theasublect; zoning area and
property than would otherwise be needed without the proposed change,
such as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water,.;sewer and

roadways.  

tee:
Criteria 5:      The proposed amendment was consistent with the provisions any

applicable overlay zoning districts which may impose additional

standards. x

Discussion:  The property was not located within any overlay zone.

Finding: This criterion does not apply.

The proposed Future Land U e Map amen-     nt and rezone of/approximately 2.41 acres
of property to the SC- 1 zoning district was id6ffiJ ,Ib e= with adjoining land uses and
transportation system.

Staff recommend   '
CI

tYie City Council amend the General Plan Future Land Use Map
for 2. 41 acres lodated at approximately 800  .outh and 5600 West from Medium Density
Residential to Neighborhood Commercial"an Rezone 2.41 acres located at approximately
8600 Sou li aril 5600 West   =. R 1 8D ( Single- family Residential 8, 000 square foot
lots) to the SC- 1( NeglaJorhood Shopping Center) Zone.

a prii Ap"n"if 52014, thRPlanning Commission by a unanimous vote recommended that the
City Council; approve the t'request to amend the General Plan Future Land Use Map for
2.41 acres located at approximately 8600 South and 5600 West from Medium Density

h Residential to Neighborhood Commercial and Rezone 2.41 acres located at approximately
8600 South and k'600 West from R- 1- 8D ( Single-family Residential 8, 000 square foot
lots)„to the SC- 1 ( Neighborhood Shopping Center) Zone.

Mayor Rblfe'opened the public hearing.

Jeff Taylor, Perry Homes, provided a brief explanation of the proposed development.

There was no one else who desired to speak. Mayor Rolfe closed the public hearing.

The Council and staff discussed clarifying questions.
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MOTION:     Councilmember Southworth moved that the City Council approve
Ordinance 14- 18, amending the General Plan Future Land Use Map
for 2. 41 acres located at approximately 8600 South and 5600 West
from Medium Density Residential to Neighborhood Commercial and
Rezone 2. 41 acres located at approximately 8600 Soutb and 5600 West
from R- 1- 81) ( Single-family Residential 8,000 square foot lots) to the
SC- 1  ( Neighborhood Shopping Center)  Zones The motion was

seconded by Councilmember Stoker.     3

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga Yes

Councilmember Hansen Yes iS

Councilmember McConnehey Yesl

Councilmember Nichols Yes

Councilmember Southworth Yes

Councilmember Stoker Yes

Mayor Rolfe t Yes 5

w

The motion passed 7- 0.

IX.      B USINESS ITEMS

CONSEI 1̀T TEn,7C.
APPRO;" E SERVICE IN LIEU OFY FEES FOR UTE FOOTBALL, FALL
SEASON IN CONSTITUTION PAK

Bryce Ha, erlxxeported 1the T to CQriference was requesting use of both a concessione

stand and a storage she'd.  Their request to provide service in lieu of fees included the

concession stand shot season reservation fee of$ 800. 00 from the City' s fee schedule.  In

addifione Ute Cor" erence would like to store equipment, etc. in the City' s concession
rV.  

y

stand and shed year.-rciund without cost.

x

Short Season Reservation Fee

West Jordan Cityacility Use Policy: Page 16 Section H:
S&rvice in Lieu eFees. Reservation fees may be creditedfor civic volunteer labor hours
as approvedb  ` the City Council. All fees other than reservation fees ( i.e.  overtime,

addition lzl services, and security, cleaning) will still be charged on a time and materials
basis or."'.    other°wise adopted in the Fee Schedule. Civic volunteer labor is coordinated

through the Department. The service provided may include maintenance to City Parks and
City Parks Amenities and all services must be approved in advance. Interest in providing
service in lieu offees should be expressed at the time the application is submitted to the
Department. A separate contract and approval is required; no verbal agreements will be
honored.

Legally, the purpose of the service in lieu of fees program was to provide a " value-for-
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value" exchange.  The policy recognized that services, which " may include maintenance
to City Parks and City Parks Amenities," have value, and reservation fees were reduced by
the value of services provided.  The value of services was based on the City cost avoided
by eliminating City staff' s need to perform the services.    

Y

The Ute Conference request does not identify any maintenance seryaces for City'Parks or
111 1

City Parks Amenities, and it does not eliminate any City staff° ee or

cost
related to

providing parks services.  Therefore, City staff recommended that the request be denied
and the Ute Conference be required to pay the $ 800.00 reservation fee for fhe:,concession

y

stand.

Storage

The current Facility Use Policy does not all age nand required everything to be
removed from City property between seasonssoFthe storae.,_request was not applicable
with our current policy.  Nonetheless, based on theFacllatLIe Policy paragraph above,
which stated, " Reservation fees may be credite based on the discussion above,

City staff does not believe that the proposal offers the t-ype of service that would be
required to offset any fees.  For these reasons, staff recomrrbxadedhat the service in lieu
of fees request be denied.

Staff would be returning to Council with mforrnatto and- looking for direction regarding
storing equipment in and on City property At that` me staff would explain the legal

effects of lease agreements and look at customary vaii s.

As additional  . ackground information, because cities are prohibited by State law from
gifting govffient propegy, City staff had°researched the cost of leasing storage space.
The costs shoe below fconthly storage lease of the concession stand and storage shed
were based on markets"Yates found in Ihat research.  City staff approached the leagues to
gauge their level oNnterest in leasing storage if it were allowed at market rates.  Staff

sci ititezl' he league' s'  put in January 2014.  Staff did not receive any responses.  With no

responses, staff had not puued any policy change.  If City Council would like to review
the policy on storage oftuipment, staff could present comprehensive information at a
later date, but rt d̀oes not appear at this time that it would affect this Ute Conference
request for service=in lieu of fees.

Estimated Costund Value:

ConcessowStand Short Season Cost: $ 800. 00

Concession Stand Estimated Monthly Lease Fee:  $ 161. 50

November— July (9 months) = 9 x $161. 50 =$ 1, 453. 50

Shed Storage Estimated Monthly Lease Fee:  80. 00

Yearly ( 12 months) = 12 x $80 =   960. 00

800. 00

1453. 50
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960.00

Total Estimated Yearly Cost:      3, 213. 50

In Lieu Value:
h'  

5  .

Services listed do not reduce staffing services.

Councilmember Southworth asked whether a different proposal could be=.considered.

Bryce Haderlie indicated that staff attempted to inform the applidhW( s) that this;was not in
accordance with City policies.       Ate"

Jeff Robinson clarified that this was not just contrary to our policy, but it would"be an
illegal transaction.

Councilmember Stoker said that in reviewing the request it appeared that no services were

being provided in lieu of fees.      

Councilmember McConnehey voiced his concerns.

r r

The Council directed staff toorl  ?vrth the organization to provide better conformance to

the City policy.
Na.

Y

CONSENT ITEM 7D.

APPROVE RESOLUTION 14`'53, REGARDING A REQUEST FROM THE
AMERICAN CAN TYCER SOCIE RELAY FOR LIFE FOR USE OF THE

VE RAN' S MEMORIAL PARK JULY 4, 2014, FOR THEIR ` RELAY
FOR VIFE' RACE-EYEN1,

Bryce Haderliesaid fox the sixth ye the American Cancer Society would like to hold
their Relay for Lifekln Veterans Memorial Park.   The Relay for Life Event Chair was
requesting park fees ash a value,,:for value exchange for City fees associated with the event.
The nature of'rthe eventreq ed a park variance for participants to walk/run in the park

throughout thenight. This year they were requesting to use the park July 4- 5.

FCes for park use' Would be the $ 500 deposit and pavilion rental of$ 600. 00.  Equivalent to
x

fees, they would,.;, erform park clean up prior, during, and after their event and include the
City o West Jordan and Veterans Memorial Park in all their marketing efforts.

Staff had;,concluded that the in lieu of fees and value for value met the City criteria but
does not recommend the July 4" date.

Councilmember Stoker questioned how much of the park would be used for the relay
activities.

Councilmember Southworth suggested the use of another regional park.
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Bryce Haderlie reminded the Council that the City' s emergency personnel were on high
alert during the holiday period.

Councilmember McConnehey briefly commented on the Event Agreement: 3. 0 Host' s
Responsibilities 3. 1( c): No charge to Relay for police and public wor ' " personnel of the

Host who will provide services to the Event.    He asked to see this information

incorporated in the total costs. So that we the City could identify, the value of what would
be provided to the requester.

MOTION:     Councilmember Southworth moved tc
k
dllrect staff to workwith the

American Cancer Society Relay for/;6ife 1"-, find an alternati*,-  at̀e,

and express the Council' s desire
Wilt

ve them here in our community;
and that the service in lieu of fee is acceptable with the one exception

that the Council would like to" see, a detailed breakdown of the Police

and Public Works service costs, and to=be included with the proposal
when it was brought back to the ' Council for consideration.   The

motion was seconded by Councilmember McConnehey.

A roll call vote wastaken

Councilmember Haaga F,  es

Councilmember Hansen Tines

Councilmember McConnehey
Councilmemberlqfttei

00111,`   

lwiy Yes",,
Councilmen ,   Southwo th Yes

Councilmember Stoker Yes

Mayor Rolfe

The motion passed  = 0.

Y^       

CONSENT ITE11 i47
ET

A,_     APPR(   E FUNDING FROM THE COUNCIL CONTINGENCY FOR THE
2014 WEST JORDAN CITY PARADE FLOAT, IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO
EXCEED17,000.00

Bryce aderlie said three local companies had been contacted and could provide the City

with ftatheme parade float by July 4, 2014.

The theme of the float would match the City' s new branding campaign and include the
new logo and color scheme.  We probably would not have the float in time for the June 4,
2014 parade in South Jordan, but staff felt confident that we could enter the West Jordan

float in all of the following parades:

June 21 Herriman

June 28 Taylorsville

July 3 Riverton
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July 4 Murray
July 4 West Jordan (host)

July 4 Sandy
July 19 Draper

s   

July 23 Days of' 47 Float Preview y

July 24 Days of` 47

July 24 Cottonwood Heights Ffr

Quotes were solicited not to exceed $ 15, 000 and an additiongl$2, 000 for staffing and
float character stipends.  N

Two companies responded to the request to create a-,11oat for the City.

Staff was looking for direction from the Coun+ 1

Councilmember Southworth and Stoker were opposed` o having the float.

Mayor Rolfe and Councilmember,'&,AHaaga and Nichols were"ihn favorof the float.

Councilmember McConneheysaad the Fire ine could b sed for the parade.   He

struggled with the dollar amount d felt tlesedcould be used towards a more
worthwhile endeavor (playground upgrade, speed tabA etc.)  He was not in favor of the

float.

Councilmembez Hansen greed with Councilmember McConnehey and opposed

purchasing afloat.

Mayor Rolfe felts en11 this money won afloat could help elevate the perception of theY p g P p p

City.  He felt a float-:would boost the City, and let people know we are going to be the
ec

I

o,nom"i'61. nib of Salt Take County.

Councilmember ichols M' this would send a message with positive results.

1VIOTION:     Councilmember Nichols moved to approve $ 17,000. 00 from Council

Contingency in the current budget to be used for the 2014 West Jordan
z-

City Parade Float.   The motion was seconded by Councilmember
f Haaga.

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga Yes

Councilmember Hansen No

Councilmember McConnehey No

Councilmember Nichols Yes

Councilmember Southworth No
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Councilmember Stoker Yes

Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 4-3.  b As

RECONSIDERATION OF ACTION TAKEN MAY 7, RIWARDING THE

STONE CREEK ASSESSMENT AREA

Mayor Rolfe said when this item was heard on May 7, 2014 thublic hearing portion of
this item had been closed and could not be extended due to" : failed vote-;Qf 3- 3, but

according to State law could be continued.  He provided ate cod  — 11- 42-204.( b) The

continuance of a public hearing does not restart or ext'eiid the aprotest period described` in
Subsection 11- 42- 203( 1).

The Council discussed their understanding of,
Y

Jeff Robinson said neither the State Code nor the MunkY' l Code defined the definition of

a public hearing.  He indicated that if Council voted to reopen the public hearing, citizens
could speak to the item. y

um'       .,.,

The Council and staff discussed ' State Law anchthe City' s Code.   The Council was in

agreement to continue with the BusHess item sclieciiled kx May 28.
Jor

DISCUSSION AND REVIE THE POLICE DEPARTMENTS HIRING

PROCESS

Doug Diamono<irovided 6eview of theAlic,&-Department' s hiring process.
A h<'

r

WEST JORDAN- POL"tE DEPARTMENT HIRING PROCESS

A Hiring Timeline vvas presented which showed timelines for the following items:
FieidFTraining

AF Acader

f Wait foAcademy:or State Field Training

Drug Screen, Medical and Psych
Job Offer'

Polygraph

Conduct Background Investigation
5 .

Curve and Collect Background Packets

Develop List
Test

Vet Application

Advertise/ Post

Get Announcement Ready
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Vacancy

Sworn Hiring
Vacancies September 2012 12

Hired Since September 2012 23 R

o Certified Hires 4

Experienced Hires 3

Non-certified Hires 16

Separations Since September 2012

o New Hires Separated from service

Total Backgrounds Initiated-     76

o Withdrew during background-    0

Job Offers Extended 27

MOTION:     Councilmember Stoker moved to extend.
2 the meeting until 10: 00 p.m.

The motion was seconded by Councilmem er McConnehey and passed
7- 0 in favor.  L

DISCUSSION AND POSS14BLE AC1.7 N REGARDING RESOLUTION 14-
89, AUTHORIZING THECA TE ' ORAR'%CLOSURE OF 7800 SOUTH

FROM 6100 WEST TO 5490 W,   T, FRO JULY 7, 2014 TO AUGUST 29,

2014

Dave Murphy   ' d"as prc ously awarded, this project was the second phase of 5600 West
construction, Tn this phase Hof construction the Contractor would extend sewer and water
service inm,5600 West from 7600 South    ' 7000 South, construct 5600 West and 7800

South roadway"'"IVrove cients' 

ncludi
curb, gutter, granular borrow, base, and asphalt as

well as signal improments.  This contract would also include roundabout improvements,

and master planned regional storm water detention pond.
z-

As per ongmalcontract, tha ° project was intended to take 270 calendar days to complete.
Notice to Proceed wasp:>given on February 25,  2014,  yielding a completion date of
November 21, 2014.  Third party delays ( Rocky Mountain Power, Zayo, Century Link)
liad„pushed the schedule by five weeks into January 2015.  Obviously this time of year is
not zdeal paving,weather, so the completion of the work would be the following spring of
2015 1Vloreeer, the Smith' s development still intended to open around December 1,

2014, ther, y causing conflicts in construction and completion of work for both the City
and Smith' s.

Staff had asked that Kilgore Contracting examine the possible methods required to
accelerate their schedule, and they had proposed the following closure for 2 reasons:

1.  A closure of two months would gain an overall schedule acceleration of 3 months.

This acceleration allowed paving to be placed ahead of winter temperature paving
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restrictions.

2.   Safety — several lateral tie ins require crossing 7800 South in close proximity to
traffic,  which was an added danger to both the traveling public and to the
Contractor' s employees, and staff.  

Staff would add the following reason as a benefit to the public and prcvect
3.  Opening the road sooner would increase the economic benefit to the local residents

and the City as a whole by allowing new commercial 'construc , -   to accelerate

their opening dates if the road is open sooner.
4.  Reducing the time of construction benefits all pardes

yin
tl" verall tim  zf delay,

Knowing ahead of time which routes to use tong t home allowed for certa7nttfor
ar

the traveling public.
5.  Two months closure time results in a 4-md"     reduction in the overall schedule.

A

The current construction schedule would extend into:2015, w1 traffic control devices in

place throughout the entire winter without the closure:  Emergency services (Police, Fire,
and Ambulance) would be allowed through the closure, asxequired.

f-

Staff reported that the ability
toynen th' s corner develop  > nt was dependent on this

new schedule due to third patty uflty delays ) Economic costs were not definable at this
stage of the construction.    A `

Staff recommended a„ temporary clost    ' of 7800 South Street from 6100 West to 5490

West from July August 29, 201*,, to accelerate 7800 South Street widening and

reconstructions

MOTION:       ouncilmernbextokermved to adopt Resolution 14- 89, authorizing
a temp©)Nary closureof7800 South Street from 6100 West to 5490 West
from Duly 7 to August 29,  2014 to accelerate 7800 South Street

widen »g and econstruction, and have staff review with Kilgore an

ppropriate,dollar amount as an incentive to finish early.  The motion

was seconded by Councilmember Southworth.

ouncilmember I ' cConnehey suggested that the City incentivize the contractor in order to
speed up the protect.

Councilinetaaber Haaga spoke in favor of the motion.

Councilmember Nichols said there was support from residents in the Sycamores regarding

the closure, but they had questions: Would there be other construction on 6200 South,
New Bingham Hwy, or 9000 South during the same period of time during the closure?

Dave Murphy was not aware of any City projects, but was unaware of the schedules for
Utah Department of Transportation (UDOT) or Mountain View Corridor.
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Councilmember Nichols asked if the City' s traffic engineer could be involved, so that
traffic could be mitigated during the opening and closing of this roadway.

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga Yes

Councilmember Hansen Yes

Councilmember McConnehey Yes

Councilmember Nichols Yes

Councilmember Southworth Yes

Councilmember Stoker Yes IWI

Mayor Rolfe Yes

The motion passed 7- 0. 

The Council recessed at 9: 10 pm and reconvened at 9: 11.,   
m

MrY
f

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDIIG ORDINANCE 14-

14, REGARDING REZONE O APPROXIMATE     '1. 78 ACRES FROM R-

1- 8A (SINGLE-FAMILI' tESIDEIq jIAL 8, 000 SQUARE FOOT MINIMUM
LOTS) TO PRD(H) (PLANNED L DEVELOPMENT — HIGH

DENSITY FOR AN ESTIIIATD 21 UNTI S̀)  ZONE, FOR PROPERTY

LOCATED AT 7292
SOI7Tc

REDWOOD ROAD,  AMARA COURT

TOWNHQMW,     FE CONSTRUCTION/TROY FERRAN,

APPLICANT 41;
Ray McCar& ss addressed the propose rezone regarding the property located at
approxirff& e1Ny 292 South dwood R©ad He said it contained 2.74 acres and was zoned

R- 1- 8A.  This prope    " lead an exi"sting single- family dwelling on it that fronts onto
Redwood Road The est of the property was vacant. The property was designated as High
Densi     } dent>al on the City' s Future Land Use Map.

0

On April 23, 201;4, the Gt " Council held a public hearing on this request. The item was
tabled ( in a 3- 2 vote) to the March 14, 2014 City Council Meeting.

GENERAL INFORMATION & ANALYSIS:

This appllcatzod"was initially submitted with the intent to rezone the westernmost 2.41
acres oflae subject property from an R- 1- 8A zoning district to PRD( H) to accommodate a
propose", it town home development and to rezone the easternmost . 33 acres from R-

1- 8A to PO ( Professional Office) to allow the conversion of the existing home into an
office. Upon conducting a redline review of the rezoning request, several concerns were
raised with regards to zoning the front portion of the property to PO.  Given these

concerns, the applicant had requested that the entire property be rezoned to PRD ( H) as
stated in Exhibit H provided in the Council agenda packet. No change to the Future Land
Use Map was needed as the PRD ( H) zoning was consistent with the High Density
Residential land use designation on the map. The existing home could be converted to
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limited office or commercial use under the Redwood Road Overlay District.    Ray
McCandless said the staff report provided in the Council' s agenda packet was written with

the understanding that the entire property was proposed to be rezoned to PRD (H) and that
no changes would be needed to the Future Land Use Map.

The applicant was also requesting approval of the Concept Development Plan that is
required by the PRD zoning district. The concept plan showed 4 town homes with a

gross density of 8. 57 dwelling units per acre. The town homes,were accessed by a private
street that connected to Redwood Road. A community garden aft and gues ''.     in were

also proposed. The layout and number of units of the deyelppment"   ay change°-dependin
on the road configuration approved by the Engineerincnd Fide departments as park the
preliminary and final site plan and subdivision planxeview. The Preliminary Developmental

Plan would need to be reviewed by the Planning' Commission and City Courf in the

future.  F

On March 18, 2014, the Planning Commission revleve this request and in a ( 7- 0 vote)

recommended that the rezoning request and Concept D&Mopment ' lan be approved by
the City Council Y      

r

The property' s surrounding zolmgnd land uses were as foil,ollows:

Future Land Use ing Existing Land Use
North High Densi   ,Residential 1- 8A Residential

South Very High Densrtyesidential/  . l 3 20/R- 1- 8A Residential

High Density Residential
East Lou Rial esidentialR

Medium DensityyIZ sdenal..  R- 1- 8C and esidential

West High Densi,, ;' Sidential R- 1- 8A

YNDINGS OF FACT

According to pity,  Code,       on 13- 7D- 7( A), the following shall be met in approving any
amendments to the Zoning Map:

3

C ueria 1:      Tke proposed amendment is consistent with the purposes,  goals,

Fr objectives andpolicies of the adopted generalplan.

Discussion: The property was designated as High Density Residential on
the City' s Future Land Use Map with a density range of 5. 1 to 10. 0
dwelling units per acre. The proposed PRD ( H) zone allowed a density of
between 5. 6 and 10. 0 dwelling units per acre which was consistent with the
density range shown on the Future Land Use Map. No changes to the
Future Land Use Map were required to rezone the property to PRD ( H).
The applicant may or may not achieve the proposed density of 8. 57
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dwelling units per acre as shown in the Concept Development Plan
depending on the buy-up density approved by the City Council.

City Code stated that the purpose of the planned residentio0evelopment
PRD)  zone was to  " encourage imaginative,  creaty'V 6fid efficient

utilization of land by establishing development standards that provide
design flexibility, allow integration of mutually com"  tib ;,

Kresidential
uses,

and encourage consolidation of open spaces, clustering of clwelling units,
and optimum land planning with greater efficiency,  convenience and

amenity than may be possible under the parocedures and regulations of
conventional zoning classifications planriud residential development

should also incorporate a common, r..chitectural design theme thr ghout

the project that provides variety ant', ' architectural compatibility, a-     osed

to a development of individual; unrelated l?ualdings located on separate,
unrelated lots."    F k'

Q6,,.

The General Plan supported efficient residential development patterns that

enhance established eighborhoods and creates new trlfill neighborhoods. It
also encouragedifil' dvlopment to be s>r1 lar to existing adjacent
residential de lopment. The" General Plan d"  o supported a diversity of
dwelling unit types and densities in residel t'   areas.

Citywide,  the General' Pan recommended the ratio of single- family
resid`n' l development f6",,multi-family of 83/ 17. The General Plan stated:

order meet an 83(1 mingle family/multi- family housing ratio
A

x

established f ly the General lan, the city would need a total of 32,636
mgle- farr l um,,  ,and ;-'; 685 multi-family units,  which will require

71,

cOUstruction of an additional 7, 754 single- family units and 535 multi-
fami units by 2020  "

4Ail

he General l'ar1 stated that ` the percentage of multi- family housing has
increased slowly since 2000, climbing from 14% to 20% in 2010. The

A:

percentage5
of existing multiple-family housing as compared to the total

housing stock is illustrated by the chart and graph below (Figure 4. 3).'

Fiure 4. 3 Housing Type

Year Single- Multi- Total o Multi

family family Single-     family
family

2000 19, 531 2,789 22,230 87.5%      12.5%0
Census

2000 19, 852 3,187 23,030 86.2%      13.8%

31



City Council Meeting Minutes
May 14, 2014
Page 31

2001 20,238 3, 380 23,609 85. 7%      14.3%

2002 20, 904 3, 819 24,714 84.6%      15.4%

2003 22, 125 4,474 26, 590 83.2%

2004 22,951 4,726 27,668 83. 0%     " 17.00

2005 23, 811 4,878 28;680 83 0%      1,7. 0%

2006 24, 343 4, 992 29,326 8SzJ° o 17

2007 24,505 5, 295 29,800 2. 26 17.k.

2008 24,591 5,418 3Q kfl09 82. 0%      18. 0%'<

2009 24,732 5, 832 630, 562
y.
80. 9%      1' 9. 1%``

A,

2010 24, 882 6, 1503 032 19. 8%
s3

Source: W.J. Building Permits; U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Censuss

Although the overall number of multi-fami,1k,dwell ngs in the City was a
consideration,      mrthemportant issue is whetliethis was an appropriate

2 . r    ` 177177

location for c,     . times " gi,*pu, the adjoining land uses proximity to
Redwood Road and impacts to

I sees T,

Townhomes were a h bnd betweenh single- family attached and multi-
famaly:h`     ng. Townho es were individually owned and generally owner

s

Pdcupied whereas apartme"its are for rent units.

est planpftpractices would support locating higher density housing near
vWhere p1"iblic transit fa t"ities were available not only to provide housing
option  ` for those wanting to use the system, but to reduce the number of

4
vehiclerzps on public streets. There is bus service on Redwood Road and

staff was of, the opinion that higher density development can work,
provided that` any foreseeable impacts from differing land use densities
could be adequately mitigated.

The density would be established as part of the Preliminary Development
Plan review which would follow the rezoning process.  Per City Code,

x

section 13- 5C- 8, the density of the development would be determined
based on the amenities provided such as detached garages,  enhanced

architectural features and recreational facilities.

Given that the proposed density was within the density range of the PRD
H) zoning district and within the density range of the Future Land Use

Map and because the twnhomes add to a more diverse housing mix, the
proposed rezoning to PRD ( H) was consistent with the purposes, goals and
objectives and policies of the City' s General Plan.
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Finding: The proposed request to change the zoning map to PRD ( H) as
proposed is consistent with the purposes, goals, objectives and policies of

the City' s General Plan provided that the number of fling units is
within the density range as set by the General Plan. a    

Criteria 2:       The proposed amendment will result in compatibleand use relationships

and does not adversely affect adjacent properttg.

Discussion: Looking at the broader picttw`, the future Lan&   se Map
showed the adjoining property to thexiortli`  nd south as High 'Density
Residential meaning that the proposed'  RD (H) zoning was consistentWith

4

adjoining land uses to the north, and south. The proposed zoning also
provides buffering between the,-,s41,      fami y

f
dwellings to the east and

impacts from Redwood Road.wThepropoA "c r6zone would not adversely
affect the storage units which were furtlie to the north or the Aspen Pines
apartments to the south which are desi: ated as, Very High Density
Residential and werc,zoned R-3- 20.

WF

The concept-, plan showed",21 townhomes Although this was not a

subdivision approval request, tconce7 Ian demonstrated that adequate

buffering between ups c4Wd be r vided to mitigate compatibility

between this developm&0'15aand the adjfining property. If the property were
deloped single family residential in an R- 1- 8 zone, roughly 10- 12

F its could be built on the'S1te
A  .

3 s P

Finding The po- gsed zoning amendment would result in compatible land
useeatirnships and does not adversely affect adjacent properties.

Ceti The a osed amendment furthers the public health, safety and generalP

are of fhe.citizens of the City.

Discussion:  Staff does not foresee any adverse impacts to public health,
safety or general welfare of the citizens of the City resulting from the
proposed PRD (H) zone.

Finding: The proposed zoning amendment would not be a detriment to themp

public health, safety and general welfare of the citizens of the City.

Criteria 4:       The proposed amendment will not unduly impact the adequacy ofpublic
services and facilities intended to serve the subject zoning area and
property titan would otherwise be needed without the proposed change,
such as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water, sewer and
roadways.
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Discussion: The Engineering Division had determined there were adequate
public facilities in the area. The applicant would need to provide for storm

drainage, utilities and public streets during the subdivision review process
and as required per City Code. The City will not required traffic study;
however, UDOT would require one since Redwood Road..vvas a5,     e road.

The Fire Department would inspect the subdivisionplat"once an application

was made to determine serviceability based on specific design

Finding: The proposed amendment wouldiraot undo impact the adequacy
of public services and facilities mtended" to serve the subject zoning,,"  6a

0,
and property than would otherwise bg"16eded without the proposed",change,
such as, but not limited to, police and fire protection, water, sewer and
roadways.    4'

om
RI \

Criteria 5:      The proposed amendment is consistent with the provisions of any
applicable overlay zoning districts which may,,  impose additional

standards.

Discussion:  Th propertywas the Redwood Road Overlay District
which would allow thy.apphca o aanverpthe front building into a limited
office or commercial uSe if zoning=acquirements can be met. Rezoning
the property to PRD ( Hvould not iiipact what can be developed in the

RedJW'    Road Overlay District.
ter

AW

A s Finding The proposed amendment was consistent with the provisions of
many apphcatsle oer ayzoning districts which may impose additional

standards:

Fer-Uity Code, section 3 5C IC, the intent of planned developments ( PC or PRD) is to:

Criteria 1.     6 ate more attractive and more desirable environments in the city.

b Discussion: The proposed development would provide a more desirable

environment in the City by providing a variety of housing options for
people interested in living in the area. Another benefit would be that a long
underutilized parcel of vacant in-fill land will be developed in a central

portion of the City.

Finding: The proposed rezoning would create more attractive and more
desirable environments in the City.

Criteria 2:     Allow a variety of uses and structures and to encourage imaginative
concepts in the design ofneighborhood housing and mixed use projects.
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Discussion: The proposed rezoning would allow for greater flexibility in
land use and structure types than would generally be found in a typical
single- family development. The concept plan showed town homes which
were consistent with the adjoining property to the south  .Although the
properties to the north currently have single- family dwellings"on them, it
was likely that this area would develop as multi-famaly`"with offices along
the frontage of Redwood Road in the future.

Finding:  The proposed rezoning would alloy a, variety" b uses and

structures and to encourage imaginati` conce in the tdsign of

neighborhood housing and mixed use pro ects ,;. p,

Criteria 3:     Provideflexibility in the locationvgv uildings on the land.

Discussion: The PRD ( H) zoning allowed for greater flexibility in where
buildings on the property could be located, Fifteen percent of the site must
be maintained as open space. This flexil5 y should, not impact existing
residential developments in the area as  ; buffepng and open space
requirements are O.re restr.ct>ve in this zone.

armay,
Finding: The proposed rezomrig provided flexibility in the location of
buildings on the land F;

SO,.

V.

Criteria 4 EMUatelk.  d encourage;social and community interaction and activity
among those;who live wit in a eighborhood.

NO

Discussio: r he  ®pene,_paces surrounding the building and proposed
commu ity garden would encourage interaction and activity among the
resitierlts within the development.  PRD' s were intended to be more

communal in nature than standard single- family residential developments.
ha

The comrilun arden should be relocated out of the detention basin duefg
A, td the potential for soil contamination from streets and parking areas. All

J

s ' division/ site plan related issues will be dealt with in full at the time of
review and examination of the site plan and subdivision applications.

F><nding:  The proposed rezone facilitates and encourages social and

community interaction and activity among those who live within the
neighborhood.

Criteria S:     Encourage the creation of a distinctive visual character and identity for
each planned development.

Discussion: Although architecture and theme would be addressed through

the subdivision and site plan review processes, the applicant had submitted

colored architectural renderings illustrating the proposed townhomes which
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were located in the Concept Development Plan provided as ( Exhibit I) in

the Council' s agenda packet.  All PRD developments were required to be

reviewed by the City' s Design Review Committee prior to a Preliminary
Site Plan & Development Plan being approved.  The applicant would be

given a copy of the City' s Design Guidelines Manual to assistR n the future
design, character, and architecture of the project.

A-1       .

Finding: Building architecture and theme would, e addres qd through the

subdivision and site plan review processes.  
s

Criteria 6:     Produce a balanced and coordinatedmixtupe of uses and relatedub'lic
andprivatefacilities. X

Discussion: This criterion wascd.rìented toward;large planned communities,

not one of this size.

Finding: This criterion does not apply- t

Criteria 7:     Encourage a bra (rangeof housing types, A ding owner and renter
occupied una  ` singlefamily detached dwellings and multiplefamily
structures, as well another strura'l` pes

W

Discussion:  This proj as not &' large scale development but does
NOV alternative 64etached single- family homes and apartments. If
e City Council voted to al rove the rezoning request, there were a

number of ays to assure" that the units remain owner occupied such as

Iffirough a eveluprnent agreement.

Find,      The proposed rezoning encouraged a broad range of housing
f

types, including, owner and renter occupied units, single- family detachedy

x

dwellings and ciiultiple- family structures, as well as other structural types.
al's"

ML

Criteria 8:     Preserve and take the greatest possible aesthetic advantage of existing
trees and other natural site features and, in order to do so, minimize the

amount ofgrading necessaryfor construction ofa development.

Discussion:  There were some trees along the south property line that
should be kept if possible as they could serve as an aesthetic amenity for
the development. This would be evaluated as part of the subdivision and

site plan review process. The site was otherwise on level ground.

Finding: The proposed rezone preserves and takes the greatest possible
aesthetic advantage of existing trees and other natural site features and, in
order to do so, minimized the amount of grading necessary for construction
of a development

36



City Council Meeting Minutes
May 14, 2014
Page 36

Criteria 9:     Encourage and provide for open land for the general benefit of the
community and public at large as places for recreation and social
activity.

Discussion:  This was a relatively small developme,   with 21 dwelling
units. The open space surrounding the development would provide spaces
for recreation and social activity. A communityg, arden was also proposed
within the development which would benefit the residents.

nfa

If the property were zoned R-3- 8 w  'h whs considered High, eneity
Residential, the number of units allowed would be similar to what was

proposed, at around 21 or 22 dwelhiig units.,,,,

Finding: The proposed rezone encouragedaindprovided for open land for
the general benefit of the commurutyaxid public at large as places for

recreation and social activity.

Criteria 10:   Achieve physicafl an tetic integration of uses and activities within
each developnii'     qj

Discussion: Physical aid aesthetic mtestion of uses and activities within
11

the development would 1e provided lwith the coordinated architectural

design bi    , e buildings

OP

Finding The proposed rezone achieved physical and aesthetic integration
of uses and a " es,  it n t̀he development.

Criteria 11:    Encourage and provide for development of comprehensive pedestrian

1

circulation networks, separated from vehicular roadways in order to

reate linkages between residential areas, open spaces, recreational areas
and publiV cilities, thereby minimizing reliance on the automobile as a

V means oftransportation.

Discussion: Sidewalks would be required throughout the development and

would provide connections between the units and Redwood Road.
Pedestrian separation and circulation would be adequate and in

conformance with all code requirements.

Finding: The proposed rezone encouraged and provided for development
of comprehensive pedestrian circulation networks,   separated from

vehicular roadways in order to create linkages between residential areas,

open spaces, recreational areas and public facilities, thereby minimizing
reliance on the automobile as a means of transportation.
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Criteria 12:    Since many of the purposes for planned development zones can best be
realized in large scale developments, development on a large, planned

scale is encouraged.

Discussion: The size of this PRD was limited by the propeity,F available,
Staff believed that the proposed scale of the development would not be a
detriment to the area and would have mini,,    i =  act to existing
neighborhoods in the immediate area.

ANsy

Finding: The size of this PRD is limited b'' the pro ` rty avail",,,. and the

fact that all other adjoining property waseveloped.
y

0

Criteria 13:   Achieve safety,  convenience and amenity for the residents of each
planned residential development and the residents ofneighboring areas.

Discussion:  Public health, safety andoneral welfare was discussed in
Criteria 3 in the preceding section.

t

Finding: The px pose" rggone achieves safety;  onvenience and amenity

for the residents the p to d development and the residents of

neighboring areas. 
Fs

Criteria 14:   Assure,compatibility andcoordination of each development with existing
andpiopoved surrounding land uses.

Discussion Neighborhood....    atibility was discussed in Criteria 2 of the
preceding section o,

Finding: The proposed rezone assured compatibility and coordination of
the development with existing and proposed surrounding land uses.

AV

Staff believed that for the,t,6sons stated in this report, this was an appropriate location for
PRD(H) zoning end that all necessary submittal requirements for a zone change to a
Planned Development zone had been met. During the public hearing for this item date
April 23, a clairn`was made that the application for the rezone was " legally insufficient"
and %hat the PRD criteria had not been met.   The claims of a " legally insufficient"
applica6,ox ,were that, 1) the property owners did not sign the application as the Trustee; 2)
a topogr cal map was not submitted with the concept plant; and, 3) a preliminary

development schedule had not been submitted.

As per these arguments, the property owner, Aileen Steadman Smith, appeared at the
public hearing and clarified that she and her sister signed as Trustees.  A topographical

map was included on the same page of the conceptual plan in enough detail to prove the
site was primarily flat and that drainage would need to be installed to the east of the
projects buildings.  And finally, since the project would be constructed as a single-phase,
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there would be no need for a preliminary development schedule.   Relative to other

arguments regarding criteria of the PRD zone, it should be understood that the intent of a
planned development zone was to encourage competence in land use planning, and not to
stifle growth if portions of the criterion cannot be met ( i.e. the mixing-,,,- f uses).   The

criteria set forth in Section 13- 5C- 1( C) was intended as to act as a gu e,   od an outright

requirement for development( s) in a planned development zone.  erection 13'-SC- 1( C)
states: 

It is the intent of the city that site and building plans for"""'.    ne eveoments be

prepared by a designer or team of designers haW"ang profe ional copetencen
urban planning,  site planning,  and architech,ural" trod landscape architectI
design.  However,  it is not the city's intent" that design control be so gidly
exercised that individual initiative is stied or that substantial additiondVèxpense
is incurred. Rather, it is the intent oft, iftection th""Iathe control exercised be the
minimum necessary to achieve the purpose of0is cMt' pter.

As the findings support the proposed rezoning request, shoes not:.foresee any concerns
with rezoning the property PRD II) (Planned Residential I o elo%ment — High Density).

Many issues related to design and layout could be addressed- at the time of Site Plan,
Subdivision and Developmel Plan ubmittal d review.       

k

Staff recommended that the City Coranc> ne theroperty located at approximately
7292 South Redwood Road from R- 1     °: Single- Family Residential) to PRD(H) (Planned

Residential
Developf

fricnft High De if  . Staff also recommended that the City Council
approve the Cis rcept Dev6 opment Plan wowing 21 town homes and an existing single-
family dw,   ' g.      

5 Alto r

MOTION.     C'ounca<lmember Wt6unehey moved to suspend the rules and allow
the developer the opportunity to speak.  The motion was seconded by
Counclmembex Southworth and passed 7- 0 in favor.

U

Troy Ferran, applicant, expressed his appreciation to City staff for their assistance with
this project.  He asked the Council to have this project grandfathered-in, in regards to the
moratorium on multi- family housing,  otherwise he would withdraw and dismiss the
project.

Councilrnemb̀er Southworth questioned whether this was on the list to be grandfathered-
in. r

Robert Thorup reported that all of the pending projects were reviewed to see which had a
completed application/ site plan/subdivision/ etc. in place.  This was a rezone application

and no project had been applied for.

Councilmember McConnehey asked if the City had a policy that would allow for a refund
of fees that might have been paid in association with an item such as this, whereas had the
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moratorium been in place earlier a different course of action might have been taken by the
applicant.

Tom Burdett said in the past, if portions of the funds had not been used; they could be
refunded.  Also, the City previously had a case where the City Council authonze,,d a refund
through a separate resolution.       r

Councilmember Stoker questioned why this project was not veted.  He said this applicant

had three pre-application meetings, a preliminary site plan, subd%ya > on and development
plan submittals, and plans in for review.   He said therema , also aproject on 7800 South
and Mountain View Corridor, which he felt could be vetted.' y

Robert Thorup explained that those projects did not have_application for a site plan or
application for a subdivision filed with the Crty

zis

Troy Ferran addressed the time spent with staff on the site plan to reviewed the streets,

setbacks, fire, etc., so that based on the rezone approval lus project could move ahead

quickly.  

z

Jeff Robinson commented onA e ective daf of,the moratorium Ordinance.  He said if a
completed application could be p6vided prior to ahe ' proposed Ordinance becoming
effective, then the project would be grand alk red in. x

Councilmember,SOR  txthe moratorium could be clarified.
Wil

0

Jeff Robinson suggested, making the moratorium effective in 20- days,  rather than
moo.

midnight,  and °then a s nnthatevvould follow.   Once again,  this meant that a

completed appfi6,io,` for the sub"division would need to be received prior to the
enactment of the Ordnance.

f

Councilmember Stoker pre rred allowing just the two developers with applications,
rezone, and theland-usearnendment process started considered as vested.  He felt this

R:  would halt others from rushing to make a 20- day moratorium deadline.

Jeff,Robinson vti"' ed his concerns, if the Council were to consider something vested and

they had not submitted an application for the subdivision, than others might also want to
be consderod:`

Councilmember Southworth questioned whether the only item missing for this project was
the subdivision application.  He was told yes for this project.

Mayor Rolfe called a point of order. Councilmember Hansen had the floor.

Councilmember Hansen explained that the applicant was strictly requesting a rezone,

although if the Council did not provided the 20-day allowance, then he might pull his
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request for a rezone.  She said the issue of not having the Ordinance take place for 20- days
could create a frenzy of applications.

Jeff Robinson stated that currently the moratorium Ordinance would not b. effective until
posting or 20- days.

t

Councilmember Southworth asked staff the timeframe for a subdlslon applicat>on.

Tom Burdett indicated that it took several weeks.

Troy Ferran indicated that he was close enough to complete an; ppllcation in 20- d!     ,,

Councilmember McConnehey said this applican was requesting approval of thgoncept
Development Plan and Rezone.    He volced"Elus cone tas regarding the road and
development plan.  He felt the proposed developmer.  pl 5d' not meet the purpose of a

PRD.

The Council commented on the follgyvmg issues:
Whether the PRD zomnwou` &be appropriate

Hammerhead road beig a saety issunth only one access

Public Safety issue
Does not fit the vision of Red-AbOdOad

Future Land LTse  ! lap ( High-de-ig ty resident]  )

MOTION     !Councilmember Stoker move t̀o adopt Ordinance 14- 14, rezoning the
gA

property located at approximately 7292 South Redwood Road,

p"prox><ufi # Iy 2: 78 reacs from R-1- 8A ( Single-Family Residential) to
PRD( I)`(Planned Residential Development — High Density).    The

mot>oh was seconded by Councilmember Nichols

X Council iemb, r Haaga spare against the motion.

Councilmember 1V1cConnehey spoke against the motion.   He was sympathetic to the

property owners,,.,omt was against the PRD zoning for this property.
F ;

Troy Eerrangiigked if the rezone passed would he have the 20- days to provide his
apphcatn,.l2'he answer was yes.

Councilmember Nichols and Southworth spoke in favor of the motion.

Councilmember Haaga called the previous question.

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga No
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Councilmember Hansen No

Councilmember McConnehey No

Councilmember Nichols Yes

Councilmember Southworth Yes A

Councilmember Stoker Yes

Mayor Rolfe No

The motion failed 3- 4.

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REOARDIft O CE 147

09, AMENDING THE 2009 WEST JORDAN MViNICIPAL CODE -1L,. E

13,  TO ALLOW FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY SYSTEMS,  ADDING

DEFINITIONS, AND AMENDING THE USE CHARTS IN ALL DISTRICT

TO REMOVE ACCESSORY 40 S AND CREATING A NEW

ACCESSORY USE CHART,  CITY WIDE  .APPLICABILITY,  CITY OF

WEST JORDAN, APPLICANT

Larry Gardner said the City Council held a Public Hearing on March 12, 2014 to amend
the West Jordan 2009 City Codp Title 13, " Zoning" to"    IoWFr'for renewable energy
systems; adding definitions, andnenr the use charts in a oning districts removing
accessory uses and creatin ey access vy

zse
chart.   A1` that meeting the Council

directed staff to make the following lianges  ,
Proposed Section 13- 8- 22 ( D 2)(  ) which i gulates how much solar mounted
panels can be raised above the surface of the roof they are mounted on.   The

change ya.Il"re9ribt those panel that are visible from the public right-of way, to
bemgit sed to a& ngle no grea th n 5% from the surface they are on.  If the

pandjs not visible from the publiejright-of way then the panel may be mounted
up to`-77 feet abov ae surface the roof but shall still maintain one side of the

panel wlthm 1.2"dnches of the surface of the roof.
Proposed Section 13- 8- 22(D)( 2)( b) which will allow solar panels to be extended

MV

4to 1e peak of the roofthey are mounted on.
Propos d Section , 3,- 22( C)( 3)( c) and 4( c) which limits one roof mounted wind

r

system ex parcel the R- 1 zones.1

The lighter shaded'portions of the proposed changes to the legislative draft portion Exhibit
11T_ he

Councths':'
s agenda packet did not change from the March 12, 2014 meeting. The

darker shaded portions represented the changes requested by the Council.

Staff recommended that the City Council amend West Jordan 2009 City Code, Section 13-
2- 3 " Definitions;" create section 13- 8- 22 to allow for renewable energy systems; amend
the use tables for all districts and create new accessory use tables for all districts.

The Planning Commission, by unanimous vote, recommended that the City Council
amend West Jordan 2009 City Code, Section 13- 2- 3 " Definitions;" create section 13- 8- 22

to allow for renewable energy systems; amend the use tables for all districts and create
new accessory use tables for all districts.
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The Council and staff discussed clarifying questions.

MOTION:     Councilmember Nichols moved to adopt Ordinance 14 09, amending
West Jordan Municipal Code Section 13- 2- 3 Definitions, create section

13- 8-22 to allow for renewable energy systems; amend the u'se tables
for all districts and create new accessory usetablesf for all districts.
The motion was seconded by CouncilmemberaagaM

A roll call vote was taken

Councilmember Haaga Yes

Councilmember Hansen Yes

Councilmember McConnehey Yes

Councilmember Nichols Yes

Councilmember Southworth Yes

Councilmember Stoker Yes d

Mayor Rolfe Yes
s

i

The motion passed 7- 0

DISCUSSION AND POSSiu'LE   TION ;.   CARDING THE STATUS OF

CITY COUNCIL MEMBER     EMPL YYEES OF THE CITY WITH W-2
TAX l G OR CONTRACTORS OF THE CITY WITH A 1099
TAX RI'ORTIl 6 £°

This item was"pulled fromle agenda.      Q

MOTION Nu>nc li emher Stoker moved to bring Business Item 9h forward. The
motion,was seconded by Councilmember McConnehey and passed 7- 0

a1815,"l z in favor.

RECONSIDERATION OF ORDINANCE 14- 06,   RATIFYING THE

PLANNING COMMISSION APPROVAL OF THE PRELIMINARY
5 GF"

DEVELO MENT PLAN AND ESTABLISH RESIDENTIAL DENSITY OF

20.29 UNITS PER ACRE FOR THE STATION AT GARDNER MILL, FOR
PROPERTY LOCATED AT 7659 SOUTH 1300 WEST,  COLOSIMO

RfTHERS, APPLICANT

Councilmember Southworth asked Council if there were any questions prior to this
reconsideration.

Councilmember Haaga reviewed the Council Rules and Procedures to make sure that they

were being followed.

Councilmember McConnehey reported that previously the majority of the Council felt that
the following criteria(s) had not been met:
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Criteria Two

Criteria Five

Criteria Six

Criteria Seven

Criteria Eleven

IF
He believed this item should not be reconsidered. r

A"n",

Councilmember Southworth stated that based on the commentsade, he Withdrew his
reconsideration of the item from the agenda.

DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING RESOLUTJON 14-
90,  ADOPTING THE TENTATIVE SBUDGE-TS FOR THE GENERAL
FUND, THE SPECIAL REVENUE""O'  IDS,  CAPITAL PROJECTS

FUND, THE WATER FUND, THE SEVkR ' UND9 THE SOLID WASTE
FUND,  AND THE INTERNAL SERVIC NDS FOR FISCAL YEAR

2014-2015, AND SETTING JUNE 11, 2014, `051, THE BUDGET PUBLIC
HEARING

Bryce Haderlie said

accordi17dopta—,
State WBla    " Each tentativbudget shall be reviewed,

considered, and tentatively by the
f`  

ermng body in any regular meeting or
special meeting called for the purpose and y be axn ed or revised in such manner as

is considered advisable prior to public"heat gs, except that no appropriation required for
debt retirement an terest or reductio f any existing deficits pursuant to Section 10- 6-
117, or otherwise eqi 1,by law or ordnance, may be reduced" UCA 10- 6- 111.

The City T anager had de ivered the propASed budgets for the General Fund to the City
Council on Aprd 10, 20 ,. =and dehvexed the proposed budgets for the other funds to the

City Council on"or bore May 12, 2014.  The budgets can be reviewed, discussed, and

amended as necessary up through the public hearing and final adoption,  currently

jc eduled°for June 11, 2014.   u=

Note that the cap tal projects budgets in the Road Capital Fund, Parks Capital Fund, Water
Fund, Sewer Fuid, and Stormwater Fund are in a work-in-process status at the time of
printing of this document and are shown in this resolution at the most-current iteration.
These capital budgets will be formally presented to the governing body as soon as
completed andecordingly revised prior to adoption of the final budgets in June.

Staff reported that the total budget for these funds was $ 109, 339,955.

Staff recommended approval of Resolution 14- 90, adopting the Fiscal Year 2014-2015
Tentative Budgets for the General Fund, the Special Revenue Funds, the Capital Projects
Funds, the Enterprise Funds, and the Internal Service Funds and scheduling a public

hearing on the Tentative Budgets for June 11, 2014 in the City Council Chambers.
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Councilmember Stoker asked for clarification regarding the anticipated revenues for FY
2013- 2014.

Ryan Bradshaw stated that the anticipated revenues for the current fiscal.,year were $ 49. 8

million, and it was estimated that the final amount would be $ 50. 8 mLlonhis would

provide a surplus of approximately $ 1. 1 million for the year.   

Councilmember Stoker asked if it was anticipated that the revenues for,XIY 2014-2015
would remain the same. r

hh

Ryan Bradshaw stated staff had been a little more 4ggiiessiVV,in the proposed estimates;
however, the City should see approximately 34% increase for the upcoming fiscal year.

Bryce Haderlie stated information was provi; the Cecil that was referred to the

General Fund Summary.  One confusion with the'  formatori may be that the adjusted
budget for FY 2013- 2014 identifies ` contributions'  use of reserve of $4.2 million), and

then the Tentative Budget continued the use of reserves 602 million., For this year, those
were unspent wages that were budgeted and not spent.

fI _

Ryan Bradshaw stated it wand revenue; >fas technically using Fund Balance.
A

Councilmember Stoker asked what the pro eCted revenue was for FY 2014-2015.

Ryan Bradshaw statee if you remove the  $ 2. 2 million,  they were anticipating

approximately 0. 5 Genet 1 Fund. The"  ouneil must also realize that they would have to
use some othe revenue Ef    nds for the

Firo

Station.  Staff anticipated the FY 2014-2015

revenues; to b  ,Very close to hat they w e for FY 2013- 2014 in some of the areas.  This

was dependent an the.;L' Road Funds",  well other issues.  Staff did not see a significant

increase in revenue'Tt r FY 2014- 2015.

Councilmemb  , Stoker c1arlfed that the Tentative Budget was $ 52.7 million in the
NA

General Fund,  eaning
the4f, 

2.2 million would be from reserves.

Ryan Bradshaw indicated that was correct.   There was a onetime expenditure of $ 1

million, and also anticipated $ 1 million in employee turnover savings, and using reserves
for onetime expenses.

Councilmeinber Stoker asked if there was a lot of capacity in ongoing revenues verses
expenditures.

Ryan Bradshaw stated yes.

Councilmember Haaga addressed the loan to the Stormwater Fund of$ 2 million from the

General Fund.  He proposed using the Debt Service Fund for next year of$225, 000, and
appropriate that towards the Fire/Police Station.
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Ryan Bradshaw stated that was a Sales Tax Bond, with sales tax monies were already
appropriated towards that.  This would do the same thing; we would just bring back in
sales tax money if this was appropriated.

Councilmember Haaga clarified that this was already funded in the Budget?

Ryan Bradshaw stated yes.
i

Councilmember Haaga stated he had additional questions4egardm "the Capit*: howev r

they could wait until tomorrow.
W

toMOTION:     Councilmember Nichols moved, to approve Resolution 14- 90, adopting
the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Te Ne Budgets for the General Fund, the

Special Revenue Funds, the Capi l P jec"  Funds, the Enterprise

Funds, and the Internal Service Fundy d scheduling a public hearing
on the Tentative Budgets for June 11, 2014 in the City Council
Chambers. The motion was seconded by Cunnember Stoker.

Mayor Rolfe stated he wouldnot Abe in attetidane at thetirkshop the following night.
He stated the Council had transferred$ 2 million

oA;     

xCTeneral Fund to the Stormwater

fund; the City' s Fund Balance was 41the ji imum Balance allowed by State Law;
the Council transferred $ 970,000 before he took office, and the Fund Balance was

currently $ 1. 6 oVJe  !& Mate allowed maximum with two months to go.  He asked the

Council to bear iis in min when they c,x1  . der the utility rates that night.  He asked for

information#e arding the.tdtal balances o , a11 Capital Project Funds, and what may be the
total expd ec gar end funtl, withol the budget adjustments that had been made during
the current fiscal eU ,,.

4" d vote was ta'kIn
A

Councilmember.Haaga Yes

a,
CouncilmemberIansen'       Yes

v

Councilmember,,,McConnehey Yes

CouncilmembeiN,  ichols Yes

Con-    member Southworth Yes

Councilmember Stoker Yes

Mayor Rc 1fe Yes

The motion passed 7- 0

X REMARKS

There were no additional remarks.
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Xf.     ADJOURN

MOTION:     Councilmember Nichols moved to adjourn. The motion was seconded

by Councilmember McConnehey and passed 7- 0 in favor

The meeting adjourned at 10: 14 p.m.

The content of the minutes is not intended,  nor are they submitted,  
asp

a verbatim
sFq

transcription of the meeting.  These minutes are a brie 10v iew of what occurred at the
PV

meeting.

r KIM V  LFE

ATTEST:

MELANIE S BRIGGS, MMC z

City Clerk
z

Approved this l
ltn

day of June 2014

l 0

k3

F s F yff

F

11~

w
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MINUTES OF THE CITY OF WEST JORDAN

CITY COUNCIL BUDGET WORKSHOP

Wednesday, June 4, 2014
6: 00 p.m.

Community Room
8000 South Redwood Road

West Jordan, Utah 84088

A&

COUNCIL:    Mayor Kim V. Rolfe and Council Members Jeff arisen, and

Chris McConnehey.  Council Member Chad Ni s arrive 08 p.m.
Council Members Ben Southworth and Justi Stoker were e

STAFF. Richard L. Davis, City Manager; Bryc erlie, Assistant City Mart
Jeff Robinson, City Attorney; M lreath, F Chief-, Ron Ku

Justice Court Judge; Wendell Rig blie World rector; Tom Burdett,
Development Director;   Ryan B"`       w,   ce Manager;   Reed

Scharman,  Deputy Fire Chief,  Kyle Deputy Police Chief,
Richard Davis, Deputy Police Chief; B mp, Battalion Chief; Joe
Terry, Fire Captain;      lund, Budget Dave Murphy, Capital
Facility Manager; St

3

istant to t Manager, and Tim

Peters, Public Utilities      =,ager.

L CALL TO

Mayor Rolfe called or       °` to order 5 p.m.

Mayor Rolfe p ated the M Stampe 4;:  ' ommittee requested using old railroad

plates that eviously ar actory facility.  They would paint them
red, white, and d e chutes in the Rodeo Arena.

T . as in ent, with the exception that the items be approved as surplus

e

Councilmember is arriv at 6: 08 p.m.

B USINES_,     EMS
AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING THE TENTATIVE

FOR FY 2014-2015

SECTIO

Review an ' Discussion of Staff Supplemental Requests ( 2 pages, also called Green

Sheets, Full description of each project was emailed to the Council by Ryan Bradshaw on
5/ 8/ 14 at 2: 32 p.m.)- These expenses are included in the tentative budget passed 5/ 14/ 14

with these modifications: " Add one Civil Engineer" increased from $ 60,000 to $ 77,276
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to include overhead and office set-up, 2. Removed-" Remodel and enlarge Entry to
Finance Office" and " Parade Float'

l
removed per Council direction).

Is it still Council consensus to include these items in the proposed budget?

Are any changes needed?

The Council agreed to all proposed items in Section 1.

SECTION 2

Review and Discussion of Council Initiatives ( 1 page) - These nses ar ` _     ded in

the tentative budget passed 5/ 14/ 14.

Is it still Council consensus to include the s in the proposed      "" t?

Are any changes needed?

The Council agreed to all proposed items in Sect'

SECTION 3

Review and Discussion of Council Initiatives-New ( 1 pa hese items have been

recommended by the City Manager s of the City U subsequent to the

5/ 14/ 14 approval of the Tentative$ u have not cluded in the

budget at this point.

Are there any questions mme ..     ed items?

Is it Counc'  consensus to ove the 0,000 from Staff

Suppl uests ( ite r add it to the proposed $500,000 found

on eet?

The pro d compen n changes will be brought back to

Council
f "

h

a roval be the wages are modified for any
emp

T

oposed c'   ill address the following issues that have
discussed by the Council in the past ( see the Example for the

Dept.  Rick Davis, City Manager supports recommendation
F. Ver, staff is not looking for approval at this time.):

1.  Compression- Eleven supervisors are currently

rriaa ing less than subordinates that they supervise.
2.  Seniorily Compression- Where employees hired in different

g,= years are being paid the same or nearly the same wage.
This makes hiring and paying new employees with

s previous experience difficult because the incumbent pay

may exceed the salary of current employees with similar
experience. This was addressed in the 2013- 14 budget with

I% given to police and fire depts.

3.  Hazard Pay- For hazardous duties such as the SWAT team.
4.  Lifting Career Caps- Some department have employees that

have attained a level of education and proficiency to be
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moved to the next designation but have not been elevated

Officer I, II, III, or Water Operator I, II, III). It is proposed

to evaluate quotes in these departments and pay employees
as they meet these milestones for the contributi that they
make to the department.

Is it Council consensus to include these items in the pro udget?

Are any changes needed?

The Council discussed the options for the pay compression.      Z wante ve clear

reason why an employee would receive an increase for edge, experien t just

because of a supervisor role, or even have a subordinate.,

The Council and staff discussed the current status a      ° employee ;   ary structure.  T
discussed options of how to create a fair compe plan.  ouncil agreed to the

following criteria:
Look at each department separately and make are all considered in the

process

Begin the process gradually ,
Plan B for the Police Departm bible plan Department

50,000 would be used for an      ' de con    '   tablis Ma sustainable plan for

employee compensation.

500,000 would b ed to addre  " .
g

ensation ty-wide

Possibly rees cation r Bement program

The Council a ith the fo ing:
500"     along with appro 50,000 for employee compensation

They a  ""    with   ='    Section 3

ussiorl venue Projections ( 1 page) - These are proposals to

rease rever`       j ectio,      m prior budgets based on a re-evaluation of the current

ncome levels. P     '", keep i  = fi'd that $ 1. 2 million dollars of salary savings has been
P

t included in the pro ed budget passed 5/ 14/ 14.

Is it  ` _   cil consensus to include these items in the proposed budget?

Are.""_-°   changes needed?

The
r

y agreement to leave the anticipated sales tax at 4%.

The Counc was in agreement to leave the Personal Property Tax as proposed.  Mayor

Rolfe stated that he felt strongly that this amount would double during FY 2014-2015.

Judge Kunz stated with the recent Legislation that went into effect May 12, every fine or
forfeiture would increase by $30.00; therefore, the total revenue would increase.
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The Council was in agreement to leave the Fines and Forfeitures as proposed.

SECTION 5

Review and Discussion of 2014- 15 projects with funding from the 2013- 14 General
Fund Budget Amendment. For this part of the discussion, staff only desi jcnow if
the Council wants to include these projects in the proposed budget. For a3ce of time,

staff recommends bringing each item up in a future council meeting ss the

funding options and time for beginning the project.
Street Lighting Project-     Y s° odi

Increase to Station 54 Project- roved at 5/ 21 uncil

mtg.    

Park Irrigation System-     Yes/No/Modify
Fleet Fund Purchase- Yes/ N odify

Fleet Facility Design and Constru Ye odify
Fleet Facility Design is included in the Flee

J  `
F Bu 40,000)

The Council was in agreement to have each project con  ""      and discussed during FY
2014-2015

fit a..

SECTION 6 5,

Reduce 2013- 14 fund balance to State l of
25D ity Manager

recommends allocating at least$ 2, 164, 1 t icipate 3- 14 fund balance

toward these one- time ensure t and balance is less than the 25% limit.

The Council an

I

discusse "  # length the     - ons for establishing the LED Lighting
Project. The ed that it w be benefici consider bonding for the project.

Mayor Rolfe fe gl, e always be below the allowed 25% Fund

Balance at the end fiscal year.

ounc to a the anticipated increase in FY 2013- 2014 Fund Balance as

lows-

Stre    '' ghting Project- $ 1, 000,000 1, 000,000

Incr  µ " to Station 54 Project- $ 165, 000 165, 000

Pare'  " ìgation System- $ 1, 500, 000 1, 500,000

Fund Purchase- $ 1, 500,000 1, 500,00

Mayor Ro elt that the Fund Balance should always remain between 20% - 24% as a

maximum. He indicated that Councilmember Stoker ( in his email) had stated to him that
he preferred no lower than 20%.

Councilmember Haaga agreed with Mayor Rolfe and Councilmember Stoker.
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Councilmember Nichols felt that the City should reserve as much cash as possible.   He

was in agreement with Mayor Rolfe to have the Fund Balance 20% to 24%.

SECTION 7

Review and Discussion of General Fund Summary sheet ( not included).  , ..    is

preparing this sheet and it is anticipated that it will be handed out durin J - part of the

agenda if it is not available sooner. It will summarize the Revenues,   es, and

Additional Information related to balancing the budget.

Councilmember McConnehey requested the Arts Counci ceive an incre their

budget for FY 2014-2015 with the remaining funds fro current Fiscal he

Council agreed to his proposal.

The Council and staff reviewed the ` draft' Gener ,       d Summ at would be used to

adopt the Final Budget for Fiscal Year 2014-2015.

SECTION 8

Review and Discussion of Staff Su tal Re uests-  rise Funds (Full

description of each project was emai`       P cil by Ry shaw on 5/ 8/ 14 at

2: 32 p.m.). This time is set aside to di pro nditure modifications to

the utility rates to fund capital projects e 2014-,.
a.  Is it Council consensus to ud se item e proposed budget?

b.  What r cation is n accomplish this?

c.   Is th y
n nsensus t a new rate?

The Council       "" to all of th oposals in on 8.

Richard Davis     ",   Red   " 

c

d ors y

5

ees.  He felt the only utility rate that must
be addressed wou

I

water.

q
esse "       eed for Stormwater Capital Facility Improvements.

Mayor Rolfe fel    ' " xe show

y " 

be an immediate transfer from the Solid Waste Fund

alance of$ 4 mill to the Stormwater Fund Balance to pay for the Constitution Park
ect. He stated xigly that he was not in favor of increasing any utility fee.

Co embe ga addressed the transfer station that had been discussed in the past.
The andfill currently had $ 15 million in their fund for the construction of

the trans"       ion. He was in agreement with the Mayor to transfer the proposed amount

from the So id Waste to the Stormwater.  He also agreed that utility fees should not be
increased.

He also felt the Council must analyze the current Impact Fees specifically the
Stormwater.
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Councilmember Nichols was against transferring the funds from the Solid Waste to the
Stormwater Enterprise.  He would prefer to completely remove the solid waste fee for a
time, and provide a Solid Waste rebate.

Councilmember McConnehey agreed that there was unfairness with cone the extra

funds in the Solid Waste Enterprise Fund.  He understood transferrin money from
Solid Waste to the Stormwater would benefit all existing residents.   s not in favor

of increasing any utility fees if the City had surplus monies.

Councilmember Hansen agreed that the utility fees shoul t e increase  " ell as

transferring the $ 5 million from the Solid Waste Fund ce to the Stormw d

Balance to take care of Capital Projects.

OTHER ITEM

Councilmember McConnehey addressed the issu      "` ther sties scheduled during
Council meetings and the distraction they create.  H nded that those activities

are no longer allowed to be scheduled during those event

The Council was in agreement to no heduled ac during these times.

VIII.   ADJOURN
f

The meeting adj o

The content e minutes     " of intende v,   ; or are they submitted,  as a verbatim
transcription meetin t a brief overview of what occurred at the

meeting. r
t

HIM V. ROLFE

Mayor

m._ TTEST:     v

M.       IE S.      -  GS, MMC

City

Approved this
11th

day June of 2014
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